N. T. Myint 


The Coup in Burma 
Around 2am in 1.2.21 the day the new government will be officially sworn in, the military suddenly 
arrested prominent political figures en masse, including the well-known publicfigure head and current 
State Councilor, Aung San Su Kyi. The worst possible thing has happened. History repeats again. This is 
also the first military coup since 1990. 


What happened? It was so sudden and the news of it sparked alot of discussions online. Communist 
subreddits like r/communism, r/communism101 and such were seen offering their takes regarding the 
situation in my country, Myanmar (formerly called Burma). | have read alot of them and while l agree 
witha lot of their opinions to acertain degree, | still found something common in these; lack of 
information regarding the mess of our country since inception. Meanwhilel've alsoseenr/Sino 
addressing false accusations of China backing the coup and | think | also should talk about Myanmar- 
Chinarelationship here and howit can be problematicforusin the future. 


So before | begin, | would first like to apologize for taking so much time to come up with this article, 
when everyone is waiting for answers (not helping that | did hyped up this work a bit too many). But it's 
hard to write with such heavy heart watching things unfolding in my country. But we as communists 
have obligation lead the people as the vanguardsin times of crisis like these and if | do not fulfill my duty 
as a comrade and remain silent, then I won't be able to call myself as a communist. 


As I'm writing this article, new events and unexpected turns keep happening left and right, which either 
distracted me or made me depressed/lose motivation to finish my article. And learning new things 
about my country's history didn't make things easier. | had to readjust and fix my article everyday in 
order to accommodate the newly received information. 


Note that this article is very long and I won’t be covering events that occurred after the coup like Civil 
Disobedience Movement or UN involvements happening right now. This article will mostly be about the 
lead up to the coup, factors and the overview of Burmese history. 


History, Updates and the Cold War era Burma 

It would take too long to explain our complex history. But! think this article I've written along time ago 
would covera lot of the topics nicely, from the Independence to the 90's when the ""Socialist™ 
Republic of the Union of Burma was dismantled and was renamed into Union of Myanmar (later 


Republic of the Union of Myanmar after “transition to democracy”). 


https://www.reddit.com/r/AsianSocialists/comments/i9px4w/burmese_way_to_socialism_a_peculiar_c 
ase_of/ 


Since | wrote that article, | have learnt so much more about my country that! feel like alot of points are 
needed to be updated for the audience to geta more complete and correct view on Burma/Myanmar. 


1. Geography and Demographics: | wanted to point out that the East, West and Northern regions of our 
country is mountainous and resourceful, while the Middle region, which includes Irrawaddy Delta 


(pronounced Ayawaddy) is mostly flat and not very resourcefulin comparison; its lands mainly used for 
agriculture. And it’s no coincident that the major kingdoms of Burma rose along the Irrawaddy river and 
Bamar/Myanmar people becoming the majority overtime while alot of ethnic groups (with exceptions 
like Mon and Rakhine aka Arakan) were mostly trapped in the countryside mountains underdeveloped 
for most of the history. 


| also wanted to clear up the name confusion regarding Burma/Myanmar. One has to remember that the 
nationality as a concept came from the west with the birth of liberalism, and the West spread this 
bourgeois concept with them as they went around “uplifting the uncivilized” around the world. Before 
the British came along there are only kingdoms and ethnic tribes in the region which will become modem 
day Burma, and the Myanmar Kingdoms were historically more dominant and controlled more or less of 
the same lands we have today depending on the time period. The British united these disjointed lands 
and gave it a proper name; Burma, based on what the Indians called the people of the Bamar/Myanmar 
Kingdoms in the past. And this name based on Myanmar nationality was carried overto the 
independence and the Myanmar people who made up the majority (around 50-60% of the total 
population) have always either directly or indirectly undermined the self-determination of other 
nationalities, not honoring the Panglong Agreement (willbe explained below). After the military coup of 
1990, the country’s name was changed to Myanmar, to further reflect the governments goals to create 
a Myanmar nation state at the expense of other 135+ ethnic nationalities (plus the unrecognized ethnic 
groups like Burmese-Chinese, Burmese-Indians, Burmese-Nepalese and the famous Rohingya Muslims) 
living here for centuries. This is also why people have been proposing an inclusive non-Myanmar related 
name for the country in case if federalization of Burmais realized and people like me still referto 
Myanmar as Burma as a protest against the ultra-nationalist military junta. 


2. Economy: Since | wrote that article mentioned above, | have learnt alot more about the economic 
situation of my country. Aside from being still focused around agriculture, oureconomic model has been 
described by CPBas still stuck in the semi-feudal mode of production from the independence to this day. 
The state itself controls every inch of the land in Burma and no one can really owna land in Burma. Land 
can be only leased for up to 30 years max inmost cases and one reading this statement would 
immediately think of Actually-Existing-Socialist (AES) states and the land ownership laws of their 
Dictatorship of the Proletariat (DotP) governments. But their similarities end here. This state ownership 
of the landin Burma began since the independence, a carryover from the colonial economicsystem, and 
it slowly expanded overtime, with each new laws passing only increasing the restrictions placed on the 
peasants regarding their ownership of the land and their fruits of labor. 


According to the Farmland Nationalization Act of 1953, peasants cannottransfer the ownership of their 
lands without the approval of the state and they cannot abandon their peasant status norsell their lands 
norlet other people work on it. Even then, only a quarter of land reform and redistribution process was 
completed under the Laws of Farmland Nationalization of 1954. And with the “fortunate” peasants not 
having the rights to decide on what they want to do withthe lands they get from land reforms, one can 
say that these peasants never owned the lands in the first place. These Acts are still being used to this 
day. 
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According to the Farmland Nationalization Act and Peasant Rights of 1963 under the “socialist” 
government, the lands of peasants who failed to meet the required grain quota can be seized by the 
“rights 
taking action regarding debt settlement, inheritance and maintaining order. And Tenant Act of 1963 and 
1965 made the state government the sole owner of the lands and they can decide upon the tenants. 


sm 


governmentforinsubordination, andthe of the peasants did not protect them from the state 


As a result, even the peasants who gained lands from the land reforms of 1953 lost their lands and 
became the tenantfarmers. And the state also has “responsibility-grain” and various forms of taxes like 
“land taxes”, “water taxes”, “transport taxes” and so on (all paid in grains produced, not money) to 
further exploit the peasants. This results in farmers having to buy rice from the market to eat, because 
they want to make sure that they have enough grain to meetthe “responsibility-grain” and pay the 
taxes. The state can also sell the lands to foreigners and has been doing so but that’s the subject | will 
cover in-depth next time. Butin short, the state has the monopoly on land ownership and controls allof 
the lands. The military juntais the landlord of Burma and the farmers, the majority of the population, 


are the tenant farmers under the state. 


3. Panglong Agreement: If one is savy about how the British government likes to create endless conflicts 
in their former colonies, then Panglong Agreement would be one of their ploys too. Whileit’s not as 
outrageous as India-Pakistan Partition, the Panglong Agreement creates the precedents that will lead 
bring upon ethnicconflicts within Burma that have lasted to this today. After fighting pushing the 
Japanese out of Burma, the United Front; a coalition of communists, socialists, nationalists, and 
democrats alike pushed to secure the independence. The British agreed to give Burmaindependence, 
but only if the countryside (where most minor ethnic groups live) agreed to become independent with 
the urban regions (where most Myanmar lives) too. Here’s the trick, before and during the colonial era, 
the British has always given a preferential treatment to the ethnic minority groups, like Karen for 
example. 


The coalition sorted to quickly getting the ethnicgroup leaders (not all of them) to sign an agreement 
that they want independence too (to fulfill the coalition's slogan of "Independence within 1 year"). And 
the agreement would give these major ethnic groups theirown states and autonomy, guaranteeing their 
self-determination similar to Russian Federation model, and state and region divisions we are usingin 
Burma took place along the race -nation lines. Aung San also made sure to point out that the Agreement 
will allow the nations within Burma to secede after 10 years of independence if they want to, much to 
the ire of Myanmar nationalists. 


But regardless, since the independence, every government we had (“Parliamentary Democracy”, so- 
called "Socialists", Military Junta, recent “Transition to Democracy”) never honored this agreement and 
kept denying the rights and self-determination of these ethnic groups and tries to either assimilate them 
into majority Myanmar people or outright destroy them. And the majority Myanmar people still 
dominates most aspects of the political and economicroles of the country to this day. So this also 
resultedin unrestin countryside with ethnicrebels fighting for getting better rights and preserve their 
culture as an ethnic group since the beginning (we hold the record for the longest running civil war and 
still counting), which in turn, made the central government gave concessions to the military in order to 


combat these rebels better, since they cannot fully fund them given the economy of Burma was starting 
to decline inthe 50’s. And these are already covered in the original article above. 


Panglong Agreement also gave the false impression of a flourishing multi-national society to the 
outsiders with Union Day holidays and such, butin reality the “Union” is much fractured internally. The 
Myanmar government is also basically stealing resources from what would be considered the lands 
underthe administration of these ethnic groups (because Myanmar regions are not rich in resources 
unlike those of ethnic groups as mentioned above) if the Panglong Agreement is honored. And current 
ethnicleaders are trying to get rid of the agreementall together and redraw the lines altogether, anda 
lot of ethnicrebel groups are supportive of it, as they are all pushing for federalization more than 
secession (which was originally caused by Myanmar Supremacist actions in the past) nowadays. But of 
course the recent coup could change the situation in the future, although it still needs to be seen. 


4. "Goshal Thesis" (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/H._N._Goshal): Beforel move on, | wantto briefly 
touch on the infamous document referred to as "Goshal Thesis" by Thakin Ba Tin (aka "Goshal") which 
was the catalyst in the coalition government deciding to attack the communists, forcing them to retreat 
to the countryside and entera civil war against the government. 


Goshal was a Burmese-born Bengali and he was a trade union leader. One of the founding members of 
the Communist Party of Burma, he was said to become the "prominent theoretician" inthe partyin 
August 1946 when Thakin Ba Hein's health deteriorated, and later passed away. He also had spenta lot 
of time in India with the Indian communist party. 


The supposed thesis by Goshal was reportedly approved by the CPB central committee in March 1948, 
which rejects the Browderist party line adopted by CPB during that period andinstead advocated for 
armed struggle against the coalition government formed after the independence. The thesis noted that 
the "independence" given by the colonialists was a false one and that they need to battle to coalition 
government, which represents the national bourgeoisie (claiming the national bourgeoisie had became 
compradors by accepting this "independence deal" from the imperialists and battling these treacherous 
national bourgeoisie was anti-imperialism). This lineapparently brought by Goshal who came back from 
a central committee meeting of the Communist Party of India (which he was close to), which in turn got 
the orders from Moscow for the communist parties in newly independent Southeast Asia countries to 
revolt in their respective nations. 


This thesis was leaked to U Nu's coalition government right away and they used it as a justification to 
prosecute the communists. The thesis was still used to this day as one of the evidence of CPB supposedly 
being inflexible ultras during the parliamentary years. 


Now all things said here's where the catch comes. None of the things | have said above had no evidence 
or whatsoever. The alleged thesis by Goshal was questioned and debunked by the CPB (by Comrade 
Phoe Than Chowne in November 7th, 1992 edition of People's Power journal No. 11). All the allegations 
about Goshal attending the "congress" or becoming the "prominent theoretician" were basedonan 
archivaldocument stash in Hamburg, Germany, called "Documents related to the Communist Party of 
Burma (1945 - 1977)". \t included "On the Present Political Situation in Burma and Our Tasks by Ba Tin, 
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March 1948" on page 83 of the stash. This is the actual name of so-called "Goshal Thesis". Many 
western analysis and writers (including the government lobbyists in Burma) referenced this document 
when they were writing about the Burmese Civil War erupting in 1948. 


Among the inaccuracies, Thakin Ba Hein died in December 1946 and Thakin Ba Thein Tin became the 
Politburo member elected by the Central Committee. Ba Tin (aka Goshal) was still in India at that time 
and only came back to Burma in 1947 (contrary to what the document stated above). It was only after 
Thein Pe Myint got arrested by the party on the eve of February 1947 that Goshal was elected into the 
Politburo. 


Another inaccuracy was that CPB had already rejected Browderism in second half of 1946 party central 
committee <CC> meeting (right before ThakinSoe faction split), which made the common narrative of 
CPB rejecting Browderism after Communist Party of India did first, completely false. CPI rejected 
Browderism in 1947, laterthan CPBin fact. 


It was also highly unlikely that Goshal (and Thakin Than Htun as the document stated) would have been 
able to attend a CPI "CC meeting", let alone getting a party police from them. The document then noted 
that Goshaland Than Htun attended a Southeast Asian Youth Conference in Calcutta in February 1948 
before they attended the congress in Indian CP. In reality, itwas Than Htun and Ba Thein Tin who went 
to the congress and it's quite absurd for the communist party leaders to attend a Youth Conference, not 
to mention deciding that Southeast Asian communist parties would engage in armed struggle froma 
Youth Conference. It's ridiculous from the start to assume that a communist party will establish their 
party lines froma youth conference. 


All these lies were made CPB to appear like a puppet of Indian CP (or Moscow indirectly) and how they 
were willing to wage civil warlike a trigger happy ultras. It also should be pointed out that Goshal did go 
to the headquarters of Communist Party of India in Bombay in January 1948, underthe approval of 2 
politburo members. When he was in Bombay, CPI's journal; "People's Age", of that month, included an 
article "Present Political Situation and Our Tasks" by an author under the penname "Comrade Ba Tin", 
whichimplicated that CPB was being right-leaning and that it needed to be fixed. 


As mentioned already, this contradicts with CPB, having already abandoned Browderism half ayear ago, 
and criticized Ba Tin (Goshal) for writing it. And Ba Tin defended that it was actually someone who used 
his name to write that article instead, and the affair ended there. 


So evenif the "thesis" was true and existed, this ran in contradiction with Goshal's actions itself during 
the March of 1948, right before the prosecutions began in March 28th, as he was insisting on General 
Strikes and even after the prosecutions, he stood against the line of “establish influence in countryside, 
encircle the cities" aka Mao Zedong Thought. And added to this fact, the party's line during that period 
was Strictly anti-imperialist, and exclusively against the British imperialists, never about the civil war. 
And the party was transparent about it. 


Professor in Soviet-Africa/Asia relations, Larisa Efimova researched about the true nature of the "Youth 
Conference" in Calcutta in February 1948 using the declassified Soviet archives. Many, who insisted the 


Moscow's directive to SEA communist parties, referenced the "Two Camp Doctrine" by Zhdanov and the 
fact that USSR was establishing new policies around 1947. However, Larisa noted that there was no 
concrete evidence of such doctrine, or the fact that Moscow encouraged the revolts in SEA, based on 
researching the declassified document. 


The conference, attended by many left-leaning youth associations in 25 countries, did receive a directive 
from CPSU secretly however. But the directive stated: 1) Anti-imperialist struggles for national 
liberation and securing peace and democracy of the Southeast Asian nations by the youths, 2) What to 
do and what are the struggles for the youths in Southeast Asia against imperialism, 3) To strengthen 
the role of youths in Southeast Asia and to develop relations between World Federation of Democratic 
Youths (WFDY) and International Union of Students (IUS). 


As one can notice here, the Moscow directives never included a word about an uprising, coup nor revolt. 
Andit said nothing about the need to rebel against the national bourgeoisie governments in power in 
these newly independent nations, as Larisa pointed out. While Southeast Asian communists did asked for 
material support from USSR, including weapons, USSR ignored about it (did not even had a formal 
relationship with those parties), and they only watched from afar until around the spring of 1948. 


Yet, every government from U Nu to Ne Win used this nonexistent "Goshal Thesis" ( highly suspected by 
CPB to be written by Kyaw Nyein, U Nu's right hand man) to justify their actions against the communists, 
distorting their image (trigger-happy ultras) and denying them the rights to participate in democratic 
processes (by outlawing them) to this day. 


5. Cold War: The role my country played during the Cold War should be stated also. Two coups 
happened during this period, 1958 and 1962. The 1958 coup was nota true coup as the power was 
officially transferred to Ne Win through parliamentary means. Thus it gained neither widespread 
attention nor reaction. The western world even had more faith in Ne Win instead of U Nu. 


What happened was, after the independence, the new leader, the former self-described “Marxist”, UNu 
played with leftist policies and tried to play both sides of the Cold War conflict. U Nu also tried to get 
closerto China and peacefully settle the border dispute, and succeeded much to dismay of hardliners 
and compradors within the military. Butit was pretty much settled and Ne Win had to sign the border 
line agreed by both side and Ne Win’s Caretaker Government of 1958 had not much power to oppose 
the signing. And when the 1962 coup happened, there was no major worldwide reaction as the 
superpowers were busy with Cuban Missile Crisis and others were worried about the potential World 
War 3, while India and China were duking out over their border dispute. American was also not in their 
“Human Rights and Democracy” phase yet and they were more focused more onthe impeding coup in 
South Vietnam. USSR also liked Ne Win because of his antagonism towards China during the 

a period in Burma. 
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The only countries who cared about Burma back then were Malaysia, Singapore and Thailand (moreso 
for Thai as they also secured a black market trade in Burma) who considered it to be a barrier against 
the “Red Wave” in South East Asia, and Japan which Burma became reliant on financially in the later 
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days of the period, and finally North Korea (DPRK) which was in friendly terms with Burma 
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until they decided to attack a visiting South Korean presidentin Yangon 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rangoon_bombing). 


The only time Burma got the attention of the entire world during Cold War was when it was trying to 
apply for the Least Developed Countries (LDC) and overall nothing much was considered outof an 
ordinary and Burma’s affairs got chalked up as a usualCold War routine. Hence no one batted an eye 
when the military enacted the coups in 1958 and 1962. In fact Ne Win’s coup was comparatively gentle 
compared to those in Chile and South Vietnam during the Cold War. And once Kissinger secretly went to 
Chinain 1971, the role of Burma in globalscene even took a further backseat. 


In the meantime, CPB representative Comrade Ba Thein Tin met with Ne Winin 1980 to discuss for 
multi-party elections and allowing CPBto return to civilian politics again and Ne Win predictably refused, 
saying this wasn’t allowed by 1973 constitution. And in response, Ba Thein Tin said a constitution is 
written by men, not Gods and it didn’t fall from the skies, meaning Ne Win can change the constitution if 
he wanted to. Thus they resumed fighting again. 


Aung San Su Kyi, The Right Person at the Right Place at the Right Time 

So before we move oninto the 90’s after 8888 Uprising, we need to talk about Aung San Su Kyi, who 
most of the world would be familiar as the face of a nation, anicon of democracy in Burma, orthe Lady 
(afterthat god awful movie glorifying her), andso on. She has all the eyes of the western world and with 
the ongoing coup in Burma right now, she’s more famous than ever. 


This could raise some red flags within the heads of many communists and leftists understandably as her 
rise to fame coincided with the global counterrevolution happening across the whole communist world 

and after all 8888 Uprising was against the ““socialist”” regime. And her constant media spotlight she is 
getting from the western world only strengthened the suspicions of ASSK <I will use abbreviation>as an 


agent of imperialism. But really, the situation is much messier than that. 


Her father, Aung San, was considered by many to be the “father” of Burma, a national hero, the only 
recognizable figure in Burmese history who symbolizes the "Burma nation". But she has spent most of 
her life outside Burma, living abroad and graduating from Oxford University. Her mother Khin Kyi was 
active in politics during the parliamentary era Burma but ASSK by contrast wasn’t a prominent political 
figure unlike her parents throughout the ““socialist”” era of Burma and she neverspoke about it on 
record. She could probably have lived out a less significant life unlike her parents, similar to the children 
of many famous figures. 


But herlife changed when she returned to Burma visit her dying mother in 1988. Civil unrest had already 
been happing due to worsening conditions of livinginthe country. In short, older communists, 
democrats and other leftist politicians had to convince the reluctant ASSK to become the leader of the 
movement. And it succeeded. ASSK gained unprecedented levels of support Burma has ever seen since 
Aung San, her father. 


She formed the National League for Democracy (NLD), a coalition party between, leftists and retired 
military personals (from both pre-Ne Win and Ne Win era) who were against the current leadership, to 


partake in 1990 elections. However ASSK wasn’tin the elections as she was put under house arrestin 
1989. NLD won by landslide but the results were not acknowledged and most of the progressive party 
members were arrested and given long prison sentences, sans the retired military personals who now 
made up the remaining husk of NLD. And instead of ignoring this violation of (liberal) democratic result 
and calling for her own government, she went full Gandhi and promoted “non-violence” much to the 
detriment of the people who were ready to rally behind her (we will come back to this later). 


For her beinga figure that fits the beloved western stereotype of a western educated girl-boss who 
stood for “democracy and human rights”, she was immediately given a Nobel Prize in 1991 while still 
under house arrest. And her legend and fame grew as time went on, eventhough she’s basically under 
house arrest for almost 2 decades. She have become something of a cult of personality that as large as 
her father was and the uniting figurehead among different ethnicities in Burma. 


It’s important to point out that the communists who convinced her to become anicon also noted that 
she will definitely become an obstacle moving forward in the future. 


Another factor behind her sudden rise was that our only window to the outside world (even to this day ) 
was western news like BBC, RFA and VOA. We don't have much choice any ways since the alternative is 
a shitty state-controlled media which peddles praises about the military (undeservingly) all the time. This 
was one of the reasons why our people were " westernized" and keep using protest signs in English 
language. They were pretty much deceived to think that US, South Korea, Japan and the West are 
beacons of democracy, whowill come to save them, all thanks to BBC, RFA and VOA exclusive news 
consumption. There's nothing! can do aboutit really. 


90’s Political Landscape and “Patriotism to Serve the People and Country 
(June 2001)” 

But the third military coup of Burma in 1988, happened after the 8888 Uprising, put Burma back to the 
forefront of the news once again. And once the Cold War ended in 1989, Burma became one of the top 
priorities of USA once again; a sharp 180 degrees turn. They considered Burmaas Chinese proxy and 
wanted to use Thailand as a proxy against China’s Burma when Thai-Myanmar Border clashes 
(https://www.theguardian.com/world/2001/feb/13/thailand) were shaping out into a potential warin 
2001. But USA did not create the conflict and they just wanted to take advantage of it (just like they did 
in 1988). However, the instigators of these clashes, dubbed the “4” generation military junta” by the 
CPB, did not want to turn it escalate into a full blown war between Thailand and Myanmar, and thus 
American’s did not succeed in their imperial ambitions. 


Then why did this “4” generation military junta” manufactured this conflict? It was speculated at the 
time that they were made up of the top military personals currently in duty. To briefly explain further, 
the 1° generation of junta includes General Ne Win and General Aung Gyi, who also became the part of 
the 2" generation as they partake in the 62 coup. The 3 generation made up the SLORC (State Law and 
Order Preservation Council) later renamed SPDC (State Peace and Development Council) and included 
personals like General Saw Maung, General Than Shwe, General Maung Aye, General KhinNyunt, Tin Oo 
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andetc. If “”Socialist”” Burma fell apart during the 1974-1975 uprising, then none of these 3" 
generation junta would have gotten the chance to become leaders like theywere inthe 90’s. 


The 4" generation junta did not want the negotiations between SPDC and the husk of NLD to succeed as 
it can block their path to glory just like it would have been forthe 3" generation junta if “”Socialist”” 
Burma fell apart during the Uprising in 1974-1975. If the 4" generation junta rose to powerin the 
future, it will also eliminate their competition just like Ne Win did back in the day. But the differece was 
that they won’t be as resourcefulor experienced as Ne Win was which can lead toa long period of power 
struggle within the upper echelons. 


This was a worrying matter for the communists as these power struggles can lead to coups and counter- 
coup, which can return Burma back to an age of warlords. And this concern was also shared by surviving 
retired members of the 1° and 2"° generation junta who had voiced their concerns openly about the 
destruction of the military as an organization if the 4" generation acted brashly with no oversight. 


The 3” generation junta who enacted the coup in 88 found themselves coinciding with the end of the 
Cold War. And they got to enjoy the fruits of the end of the global conflict naturally, which also saw alot 
of “retired” military personals suddenly popping up into the political scene. However, the junta didn’t 
seem to notice the benefits also came along with the looming danger. The danger was the confrontation 
with USA who thought they won the Cold War in delusion. Communism was defeated, wiped from the 
face of the earth, inthe eyes of US imperialists. 


Back in Cold War, US-China relations improved and their cooperation began when Kissinger and Nixon 
travelled to China in 1971-1972. What the US imperialists failed to take in account was that the Chinese 
communists did these actions out of their Chinese Patriotism line. When USSR and Eastern Bloc fell 
apart, China was still standing strong and upholding the Four Cardinal Principles: 1) Upholding the 
socialist path, 2) Upholding people’s democratic dictatorship, 3) Upholding the leadership of the 
Communist Party of China and 4) Upholding Marxism-Leninism and Mao Zedong Thought. 


These principles proved to be very troublesome forthe Americans who had thought they emerged 
victorious against communism. Thus Bush began to consider Clinton’s stance to be weak and start calling 
China a strategic rival. This was also why US was trying to take advantage of the potential war between 
Burma and Thailand to launch a proxy test of strength against China as mentioned earlier. However 
China managed to diplomatically relief the tensions between two countries and both sides backed 
down, denying US their proxy war. 


In other words, the Cold War was ended and so was the honeymoon forthe military junta and they knew 
they cannot continue their old ways in the 21" century without serious repercussions. 


Before moving on, | would like to briefly cover the CPB’s party line at the time of “Patriotism to Serve 
the People and the Country”. The underlying principle behind this was that a communist cannot build 
socialism and then communism, our end goal, without having a country. What is the purpose of the 
communists if it is not to serve the people and country? In a country with multiple nationalities, 
patriotism is the way to move forward. Without the patriotism in a country of different nationalities, the 


workers of varied nationalities will not realize that the country they are all living togetherin is not worth 
defending for. We cannot risk suffering a fate similar to that of Yugoslavia and Yugoslav people. 


Hence, the communists, being internationalists, uphold patriotism when they are facing an existential 
threat of their country. Thus, the communists vow to do whatever they need to doin orderto ensure 
the survival and the unity of their country. And this Patriotism line can be seen being applied by the 
Chinese communists nowadays. Doing whatever they need to do to survive the imperialist onslaught 
while maintaining the unity of their country. 


Anti-Junta Politics and the 2008 Constitution 

(https: / /en.wikipedia.org /wiki/2008_Constitution_of_Myanmar) 

Knowing they need anew facade going into the 21° century, the junta had been drafting anew 
constitution since 1996. It was the third constitution of Burma since 1947 and 1974, both of which were 
aborted by the military in their respective coups. Itis part of the seven steps road map announced by 
then Prime Minister of SPDC government General Khin Nyunt on 30 August 2003. One of the seven steps 
includes recalling of National Convention for the drafting of new constitution which was adjourned on 
31 March 1996 by SLORC government (which will later change their name to SPDC as mentioned above). 


The convention began on 17 May 2004 attended by 1076 of invited delegates and representatives from 
25 ethnic ceasefire groups. After several sessions since 1993 the convention was concluded with the 
adoption of fundamental principles for constitution drafting commission with member of 54 which was 
later formed by SPDC. On 19 February 2008, The SPDC announced that the commission had finalized the 
drafted constitution and planned to approve through referendum in May 2008. 


On 10 May 2008 (24 May 2008 in some townships) the Constitutional referendum was held in Myanmar 
and SPDC announced that “the referendum was approved with 93.82% of the voters supporting it”. 
However it wasn’t without criticism as the referendum happened days before Cyclone Nargis 
(https://en.wikipedia. org/wiki/Cyclone_Nargis) hit Burma, making their claim of a free and fairness of 
the overall process questionable. 


Cyclone Nargis was a real tragedy to Burmese people and it was especially catastrophic for the people 
livingin the Irrawaddy delta. The military gained infamy from other countries around the world for how 
poorly they handled the disaster, both before and the aftermath. Yet, the most damning thing would be 
how the military went through with the referendum while the country was still recovering and cannot 
pay attention to it. Some even alleged that the junta counted the deceased victims of the disaster as the 
voters in approval of the referendum. 


The military retains significant control of the government under the 2008 constitution. 25% of seats in 
the Union Assembly, the Parliament of Myanmar, are reserved for serving military officers. The 
ministries of home, border affairs and defense have to be headed by aserving military officer. The 
military also appoints one of the country's two vice presidents. Hence, the country's civilian leaders have 
little influence over the security establishment. Not only that any meaningful reforms would require 
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more than 75% of the parliament voting in favor of it, and 25% default seats for the military officers 
ensured no reform will happen that can threaten the interests of the military (suchas enacting a 
referendum forthe constitution itself). 


The constitution also gave ethnicrebel groups who used to fought alongside the communists formerly 
as Wa and Kokang rebels-turned-drug-warlords were given Self-Administered Regions (Self- 
Administered Division for Wa) of their own (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Self-administered_zone). 


In the meantime, Aung San Su Kyi was released from house arrestin 10 July 1995 and delivered the 
keynote address at the Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing in September of that year 
(https://en.wikipedia. org/wiki/World_Conference_on_Women, 1995). Then in 1996, while travelingin 
a motorcade she and other NLD members were attacked by a mob of hundred orso armed men, but 
nothing majorhappened from it and NLD wasn’t able to file areport to the police. She was put under 
house arrest soon after again. 


Later United Nations (UN) had attempted to facilitate dialogue between the junta and ASSK and on 6 
May 2002, following secret confidence-building negotiations led by the UN, the government released 
her; a government spokesman said that she was free to move "because weare confident that we can 
trust each other". Aung San Su Kyi proclaimed "a new dawn for the country". However, on 30 May 2003 
inan incident similar to the 1996 attack on her, a mob, suspected heavily to be government-sponsored, 
attacked her caravan inthe northern village of Depayin, murdering and wounding many of her 
supporters (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Depayin_massacre). ASSK fled the scene with the help of her 
driver, Kyaw Soe Lin, but was arrested upon reaching Ye-U. The government imprisoned her at Insein 
Prison in Rangoon. After she underwent a hysterectomy in September 2003, the government again 
placed her underhouse arrestin Yangon. 


In 2007, due to the sudden jump of fuel prices in weeks thanks to the military government, the only 
supplier of fuel in the country, decided to remove the subsidies on the sale prices of fuel, the people 
already under the duress of stagnating economy, and growing unease started protesting. In response to 
the increase in fuel prices, citizens protested in demonstrations beginning on 19 August. In response to 
the protests, the government began arresting and beating demonstrators. The government arrested 13 
prominent Burmese dissidents including former 8888 student leaders like Min Ko Naing, Ko Ko Gyi, Min 
Zeya, Ko Jimmy, Pyone Cho, Arnt Bwe Kyaw and Ko Mya Aye, and they got ridiculously long sentences 
like 65 years of prison time. 


On 5 September 2007, Burmese troops forcibly broke up a peaceful demonstration in Pakokku and 
injured three monks. It was further reported that one monk was killed. This report however was never 
confirmed but this news reached to other monks around the country and they decided began protesting 
too in their local towns through August-September period. And on the next day after the reported death 
of the monk, younger monks in Pakokku briefly took several government officials hostage in retaliation. 
They demanded an apology by the deadline of 17 September but the military refused to apologize. This 
sparked protests involving increasing numbers of monks in conjunction with the withdrawal of religious 
services forthe military. This was significant due to the fact that Buddhist monks are incredibly revered 


by the larger Buddhist civilian population and the military itself. Afterthese events, protests began 
spreading across Myanmar, including Yangon (also known as Rangoon), Sittwe, Pakokku and Mandalay. 


This movement began to be known as Saffron Revolution due to the Buddhist monks’ saffron-colored 
robes. People tried to surround the monks as a human shieldin front of them, but the monks insisted 
not to do so as they believed that the soldiers would have to think twice before they opened fire on them 
especially if they only protest in non-violent manner, given the reverence the military has for Buddhism 
and its monks. But unfortunately the military still opened fire on them and brutal suppression happened 
which resulted in alot of monks getting murdered and arrested. 


During the meantime, while stillunder house arrest, Aung San Su Kyi made a brief publicappearance at 
the gate of her residence in Yangon to accept the blessings of Buddhist monks who were marching in 
Yangon. 


On 3 May 2009, an American man, identified as John Yettaw, swam across Inya Lake to herhouse 
uninvited and was arrested when he made his return trip three days later. He had attempted to make a 
similar trip two years earlier, but for unknown reasons was turned away. He laterclaimed at trial that he 
was motivated bya divine vision requiring him to notify her of an impending terrorist assassination 
attempt. On 13 May, ASSK was arrested for violating the terms of her house arrest because the 
swimmer, who pleaded exhaustion, was allowed to stay in her house for two days before he attempted 
the swim back. ASSK was later taken to Insein Prison, where she could have faced up to five years 
confinement forthe intrusion. 


The John Yettaw incident spawned many conspiracies, as it conveniently happened right before ASSK's 
scheduled release from housearrest, which would have also allowed her to participate in 2010 elections, 
the first one in decades. Yettaw's intrusion gave the military an excuse to delay her release for another 
year. As a result there is a speculation that they put Yettaw in her house and fabricated the story of him 
swimmingin, given thatthe guards “saw and caught him entering the house” yet did nothing let him 
leave afterwards. 


On the evening of 13 November 2010, Aung San Su Kyi was released from house arrest. This was the 
date her detention had been set to expire according toa court ruling in August 2009, thanks to Yettaw 
incident, and came six days after a widely criticized general election. She appeared in front of a crowd of 
her supporters, who rushed to her house in Rangoon when nearby barricades were removed by the 
security forces. ASSK had been detained for 15 of the past 21 years. 


Discussions were held between ASSK and the Burmese government during 2011, which led to a number 
of official gestures to meet herdemands. In October, around a tenth of Burma's political prisoners were 
freedin anamnesty and trade unions were legalized. 


She and her party later won 43 of 45 vacant seats in 2012 by-elections and became the leader of the 
opposition in the Pyithu Hluttaw (House of Representatives). In 2015 elections, her party won a 
landslide victory, taking 86% of the seats in Pyidaungsu Hluttaw (Union Assembly) and they were able to 
elect their President and Vice President in the Electoral College. However due toa clause in the 
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constitution, ASSK wasn’t allowed to become a president (her husband and children are foreign citizens). 
But the lawyers on the side of ASSK took advantage of a clause within the constitution and she was 
allowed to assume to position of newly created State Counselor of Myanmar (alongside also serving as a 
foreign minister). \t was suspected that this position was originally written into the constitution to allow 
Than Shwe to keep influencing in political affairs during our “Transition to Democracy” period. 


When she ascended to the office of state counselor and foreign minister the west probably expected 
their darling they have been propping up to become a subservient comprador who will open up the 
untapped markets in Burma and come undertheir sphere of influence. But instead, what happened was 
she established diplomatic ties with both sides of the playground, possibly trying to play the middle game 
like U Nu (and Ne Win to a degree) did in the past. And many leftists were also shocked from the get-go 
as she’s willingly going under the 2008 constitution she was supposed to be against as she and her party 
partook in the electionsinthe first place. Then after getting into the government, her main policy 
seemed to be that of “reconciliation with the military”, and bafflingly enough, her reasoning was her 
father, Aung San, founded the military, Tatmadaw. 


Later the west decided to pry at one of the glaring weakness in our country by highlighting the plight of 
the Rohingya people in Rakhine States, in order to put pressure on ASSK and the military. Do note here 
that I am not denying the prosecution and outright genocide of Rohingya ethnic group in Burma. 
Unlike the supposed “genocide” happening in China, we actually have Rohingyarefugee crisis across 
neighboring countries as a proof of prosecution. But one has to acknowledge the context that Rohingya 
are not the only ethnic group under prosecution in our country, Karen, Kachin, Chin, Mon, Rakhine, 
Shan, etc, have all been either oppressed or outright killed by the military for decades since the 
beginning. Villages are constantly wiped off from the map constantly. Rapes, pillaging, plundering, all 
kinds of atrocities are common knowledge. This is nothing new. And people lived with it, because they 
can’t do anything against the military. And the west never bothered to care about them really, unless it 
suits their geopolitical agenda. 


It was just convenient forthe west that Rohingya were happened to be Muslims (anti -Muslim and anti- 
Chinese hate-crimes happened periodically here) and are not recognized by the nationalization laws as 
one of the officialethnic groups in our country (which also allowed the military to label Rohnigyas as 
“invaders”). The timing of this genocide narrative in western media also coincided with China building a 
Special Economic Zone in Rakhine (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kyaukphyu_Special_ Economic Zone). 
And! as an author cannot trust the west that were just up and giddy with killing Muslims in the Middle 
East, being suddenly considerate with the plight of Muslims in Burma. 


Aung San Su Kyi drew criticism from several countries, organizations and figures over Myanmar's 
inactionin response to the genocide of the Rohingya people in Rakhine State and refusal to 
acknowledge that Myanmar's military has committed massacres. Under her leadership, Myanmar also 
drew criticism for prosecutions of journalists, which seems to be becoming a pattern with every Burmese 
government since independence. In 2019, ASSK appeared in the International Court of Justice (ICJ) where 
she defended the Burmese military against allegations of genocide against the Rohingya, and even more 


ironic thing was alot of Burmese citizens domestic and abroad rallied behind ASSK...defending the 
military. That’s how big of a cult ASSK was. 


When the 2020 elections came along, ASSK and NLDstill enjoyed substantial support from the 
population despite seeing basically little to no improvement in social standards of the citizens, aside from 
more internet freedom or numbers of leftist books being published (most were banned during junta 
times) than before. And with the fear of the 25% default seats in the parliament by the military, people 
coerced each other to just bank on voting everything to NLD in orderto not let the military’s party Union 
Solidarity and Development Party (USDP) win, much to the chagrin of both new and smaller lesser 
parties which wanted to make some changes in the NLD dominant politics. NLD supporters also faced 
criticism for hosting massive voting campaigns across the country whilethe whole country is reeling 
from COVID-19 pandemic (https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_in Myanmar). 


Thus NLD won once again in the aftermath of the general election on 8 November 2020, with NLD 
winning 396 out of 476 seatsin parliament, an even larger margin of victory than in the 2015 election, 
withUSDP only winning only 33 seats. 


The coup d'état began onthe morning of 1 February 2021 when democratically elected members of 
Myanmar's ruling party, the NLD, were arrested during 1:00 am at nighttime. The Tatmadaw proclaimed 
a year-long state of emergency and declared power had been vested in Commander-in-Chief of Defence 
Services Min Aung Hlaing. It declared the results of the November 2020 general election invalid and 
stated its intent to holda new election at the end of the state of emergency. The coup d'état occurred 
the day right before the Parliament of Myanmar was due to swearin the members elected at the 2020 
election, thereby preventing this from occurring. President Win Myint and State Counsellor Aung San Su 
Kyi were detained, along with ministers, their deputies and members of Parliament. Once again, the 
military used the same excuse Ne Win used back then; they were temporarily holding the power fora 
year in order to protect the country’s sovereignty. 


Coup and the Writings on the Wall 

(https: //en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2021 Myanmar coup d%27%C3%A9tat) 

No one were still not sure why Min Aung Hlaing and his cohorts decided to doa coup d’état in the first 
place. But interestingly enough, | have managed to gather some news and events leading up to the coup 
that could probably become the writings on the wall in the near future when things become clearer. 


Lead up to the coup 

During the elections, rumors began spreading about the election candidates tampering the voting 
stamps (which were issued by Union Election Commission (UEC) ) in order to make the votes invalid. And 
this was proven to be true when some stamps were found out to be tampered with during the advance 
voting events in Late October by none other than USDP representatives. 
(https://www.irrawaddy.com/elections/usdp-representative-teacher-face-prosecution-advance-vote- 


fraud-allegations.html) Nov 4, 2020 
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(According to the UEC, senior citizens aged 60 years old and above who are more vulnerable to COVID- 
19, people in quarantine centers, those stranded due to travel restrictions, civil servants who need to 
perform duties outside their constituencies, citizens who have to travel on the day of the election, 
election candidates and their representatives are eligible to take partin advance voting.) 


This continued during the actual elections with scandals like voting twice (stamping the vote twice, 
making it invalid), pretending to be a voter, handing the wrong number of ballots and using fake stamps 
and tearing ballot papers, kept occurring here and there across Burma. /t has gotten to the point that 
UEC had to issue a statement for the voters to test the stamps first before stamping on the ballot. 
(https://www. irrawaddy.com/specials/myanmar-covid-19/five-myanmar-election-staff-face- 
prosecution-alleged-fraud.html) Nov 10, 2020 


In the meantime, the military said it has formed a peace negotiation committee to kickstart peace talks 
with ethnicarmed organizations (EAOs), regardless of whetherthey have signed the Nationwide 
Ceasefire Agreement (NCA) to achieve “lasting peace”. 
(https://www.irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmar-military-sets-new-committee-peace-talks. html) 
Nov 10, 2021 





And interestingly enough they held a meeting with Arakan Army (AA) officials in Wa Region, which as 
mentioned above has significant self-autonomy. AA and the military had been fighting for several 
months now and the military was looking really bad, soit was apparent that AA had the upper hand. But 
what went down in the meeting was still unclear. AA spokesman Khaing Thukha said the meeting took 
place for an hourand was centered on “peace and election affairs and to ensure the bilateral ceasefire, ” 
without disclosing further details. We will get back to this later. 


(https://www. irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmar-military-holds-meeting-arakan-army-officials-wa- 
region.html) Dec 10, 2020 


During the elections, the Union Election Commission (UEC) canceled balloting in nine northern Rakhine 
townships — Buthidaung, Maungdaw, Rathedaung, Pauktaw, Ponnagyun, Kyauktaw, Mrauk-U, Minbya 
and Myebon — oversecurity concerns although political parties argued that Pauktaw and Maungdaw 
were relatively stable. But regardless most Rakhine people were not able to vote and AAon November 
12 issued a statement requesting the civilian National League for Democracy (NLD) government and the 
military authorities hold the additional polling by Dec. 31. 
(https://www.irrawaddy.com/elections/myanmar-military-ready-work-arakan-army-rakhine- 





voting.html) Nov 16, 2020 


Almosta month after the elections, the military suddenly claimed that they found over 70,000 
irregularities on voter lists. The military claimed one person appeared 440 times on voter lists in Aung 
Myay Tharzan, that 624 voters on the lists have the same NRCnumber, and that 4,046 non-NRC card 
holders were onthe lists, along with other flaws, adding that all could lead to electoral fraud. Election 
sub-commissioners rejected the accusation as “exaggerated” and “absurd”, questioning the military’s 
source for the voter lists. Not many people minded about it during that time of course, as they were 
delightful that military’s proxy party USDP lost the elections badly. 


(https://www.irrawaddy.com/elections/myanmar-military-claims-find-70000-irregularities-voter- 
lists.html) Dec 24, 2020 





Later NLD began suing and filing complaints against USDP candidates who won for theirinflammatory 
racist and religious comments and for USDP themselves filling complaints against NLD with UEC, much 
more than NLD’s handful complaints in fact. (https://www.irrawaddy.com/news/nld-sues-chief- 


myanmar-military-proxy-party-using-inflammatory-rhetoric-ahead-election.html) Dec 28, 2020 
(https://www.irrawaddy.com/news/burma/nld-files-fraud-cases-against-17-successful-candidates-in- 


myanmars-election.html) Dec 30, 2020 





In January, USDP and Democratic Party of National Politics (DNP), another military-related party, cried 
afoul once again and accused the president and UEC chairman of electoral misconduct in November’s 
general election in which they suffered heavy defeats. The Supreme Court announced on January 

6" evening that the applications of writs by USDP and DNP will be heard through video conferencing on 
Jan. 29 to decide whether to proceed. (https://www.irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmar-supreme- 
court-decide-whether-accept-ex-generals-parties-challenges-president-uec-chair.html) Jan 6, 2021 


Myanmar’s parliamentary speaker has rejected as “not relevant” acall to convene aspecial sessionto 
resolve electoral fraud claims made by the military and its proxy Union Solidarity and Development 
Party (USDP). Atotal of 203 lawmakers, including 160 military appointees, 36 USDP lawmakers, four 
Arakan National Party members, two independents and one National United Democratic Party member 
on Monday submitted the proposal calling Speaker T Khun Myat to convene aspecial session on alleged 


electoral fraud before the new parliament convenes. (https://www.irrawaddy.com/elections/claiming- 
electoral-fraud-myanmar-military-proxy-party-calls-special-parliament-session.html)Jan 11, 2021 
(https://www. irrawaddy.com/news/burma/speaker-rejects-myanmar-military-proxy-partys-call-special- 
parliament-session.html)Jan 12, 2021 


As one might expected at this point, this whole debacle went back and forth for the rest of the monthin 
the background. It reached tothe point where a military spokesman openly stated that they won’t rule 
out the option to coup in public, as a thinly veiled threat. 

(https://www. irrawaddy.com/elections/myanmar-military-condemns-speakers-refusal-probe-election- 
fraud-claims.html) Jan 15, 2021 (https://www.irrawaddy.com/elections/myanmar-military-demands- 
proof-november-election-fair.html) Jan 21, 2021 (https://www.irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmar- 
military-refuses-rule-coup-presses-claim-fraud-nov-election.html) Jan 26, 2021 

(https://www. irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmar-election-body-rejects-military-allegations- 
electoral-fraud.html) Jan 28, 2021 (https://www.irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmar-election- 
observers-urge-military-accept-election-results.html) Jan 29, 2021 

(https://www. irrawaddy.com/elections/myanmars-supreme-court-hears-election-misconduct-claims- 
president-suu-kyi.html) Jan 29, 2021 
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Spontaneous or planned? 

As one can read from the lead-up above, it’s safe to say there could have been something the junta was 
planning fora while before orafter the elections. But we will cover the motives in atopic below. Right 
now, while the coup was spontaneous, save for the thinly veiled coup threat a week before the actual 
coup, there were some interesting events that happened during and after the election period that! 
would like to briefly touchon. 


The infamous ultranationalist Buddhist monk U Wirathu turned himself in after being on the run for 
some time. He gained infamy as an ultranationalist icon around the world fueling anti-Muslim sentiment 
in Myanmar. But all and all, his rise back then was intentional and he’s a stooge for the junta, whichis 
very Islamphobicand practices Bamar supremacy. 


(https://www. irrawaddy.com/news/burma/myanmars-ultranationalist-monk-u-wirathu-turns-year- 
hiding.html) Nov 2, 2020 


Another ultranationalist, former lawmaker, USDP memberand a fugitive “Bullet” Hla Swe, who was not 
as internationally famous as Wirathu, has been onthe run fora year for his inflammatory comments 
regarding Muslims and religion. He turned himself in out of the blue similarly. 
(https://www.rfa.org/english/news/myanmar/hla-swe-12282020173559.html) Dec 28, 2020 
(https://www. irrawaddy.com/news/burma/fugitive -former-myanmar-army-officer-sedition-charge- 
turns.html) Dec 28, 2020 (https://www.mmtimes.com/news/usdp-absconder-bullet-hla-swe-turns- 
himself.html) Dec 28, 2020 


There are also similar cases of these military mouthpieces turning themselves in in this short window of 
time made some reconsidered in hindsight that there were plans for military coup back then. One 
possible scenario was that by turning themselves in and getting officially arrested; they can get away 
scots free once the junta secured their power afterthe coup. 


Motives? 

Initially the military's motives forthe coup were unclear. As stated above, the military has been insisting 
that alleged voter fraud threatened national sovereignty. A few days before the coup, the civilian- 
appointed Union Election Commission had categorically rejected the military's claims of voter fraud, 
citing the lack of evidence to support the military's claims of irregularities in voter lists across Myanmar's 
314 townships. 


One possibility was that the coup may have been driven by the military's goal to preserve its central role 
in Burmese politics. The military might not have been very pleased with their proxy party USDP losing 
second time in a row by landslide. Butthrough 2008 constitution, the military will still have 25% of the 
seats in the parliament by default and they do not really have to worry about any referendum or changes 
to their biased constitution since any changes to it requires more than 75% of the parliament voting soa 
change than can create harm to the military will never come. They could have just kept doing what they 
have been doing forthe last 10 years and they can live rich and well without any fear. Of course, the 
Constitution empowers solely the President, in consultation with the National Defense and Security 


Council, with the authority to appoint Min Aung Hlaing's successor, which could have theoretically 
provided an opportunity for the civilian arm of the government to appoint a more reform-minded 
military officeras Commander-in-Chief. But knowing how the military works chances are slim. So this 
preservation of central role in Burmese politics explanation is quite unlikely. 


Another likelier possibility was the Defense Services Act imposes a mandatory retirement age of 65 for 
the Armed Forces' Commander-in-Chief. Min Aung Hlaing, the current man-in-charge, would have been 
forced to retire on his 65th birthday in July 2021. Hlaing's lack of power would have exposed him to 
potential prosecution and accountability for alleged war crimes during the Rohingya conflict in various 
international courts. The time is getting close for another ICJ hearing and Min Aung Hlaing probably felt 
threatened with him being so close to retirement, not to mention the significant financial and business 
interests of him and his family. Min Aung Hlaing oversees two military conglomerates, the Myanmar 
Economic Corporation (MEC) and Myanmar Economic Holdings Limited (MEHL), while his daughter, 
son, and daughter-in-law have substantial business holdings inthe country. 


One would say doing a coup d’état just because the guy in charge was afraid of getting potentially 
screwed by ICJ (probably decades later like they usually do) when he has more than enough tolive like a 
king for the rest of his post-retirement years on the expense of the destruction of the entire country was 
stupid and short-sighted. Things like that might not happenin othercountries, butit has been a tradition 
inour country. They may be cunning and despicable but they are not the smartest bunch (the military 
attracts the poorand those who cannot achieve formal education), which makes them both pathetic and 
dangerous atthe same time. They only serve themselves and will sell everything out for flea market 
prices (will elaborate later below). Even when the military coups in Thailand, they still at least continue 
serving the interest of the people to some degree for example (note that this is not praising the military 
of Thailand). But the same cannot be said to our junta. 


This explanation will sound naive to readers who are non-native to Burma, but the junta and their 
personals act more like feudal lords with little to no long term thinking. This would align with the analysis 
above that ourmode of economy is still mostly feudalist and in my opinion the junta is behaves like one 
of the many warlords who happens to maintain "order" in the larger part of the country against other 
competing smaller warlords in a civil war (which westill are in). 


Min Aung Hlaing had also hinted a potential entry into politics as a civilian, after his retirement inthe 
past. Well, that’s never going to happen. And it was probably justa ruse. 


Here’s another side note. A few days before the coup, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) had 
released $350 million of cash to the Central Bank of Myanmar, as part of an emergency aid package, to 
address the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic. The funds came with no conditions, and without any 
precedent forrefunds. In response to potential concerns regarding proper use of the funds by the 
military regime, an IMF spokesperson stated “It would be in the interests of the government, and 
certainly the people of Myanmar that those funds are indeed used accordingly.” The IMF did not directly 
address any concerns regarding the independence of the Central Bank, given the military's appointment 
of Than Nyein, anally, as governor. But | don't think IMF funds had no hand inthe coup either. It's justa 
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coincidence. (https://www.imf.org/en/News/Articles/2021/01/13/pr219-myanmar-imf- 
execboardapproves-sdr258-4m-disburse-under-rcf-purchase-rfi-address-covid19) 


Anti-Chinese Sentiment Among Burmese 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/China%E2%80%93Myanmar_relations 


Days after the coup, on February 3, China and Russia blocked the United Nations Security Council from 
issuing astatementcondemningthe military for fear of additional economic sanctions. This angered the 
citizens of Burma which already has deep animosity towards the Chinese for decades. While the PRC 
initially downplayed the military coup as "a major cabinet reshuffle", it later expressed concern over the 
12-month emergency declared by military leader Min Aung Hlaing, demanding the release of Aung San 
Su Kyi. 


On 16 February 2021, in reaction to protesters outside the Chinese embassy in Yangon, blaming China 
forthe coup d'état, the Chinese ambassador to Myanmar Chen Hai said that “the current development in 
Myanmaris absolutely not what China wants to see”. He dismissed the claim that China supports 
military rule in Myanmar as a “ridiculous” rumor. The protests outside Chinese embassy got attention 
from Chinese and communistsubreddits, whose users understandably concluded that the current 
protesters could be western stooges; similar to those petty-bourgeoisie "protesters" from Hong Kong 
(using English-exclusive protest slogans and signs did not help either). But the truth was much more 
complicated. 


As | said above, there was a brewing animosity towards the Chinese in Burma for decades now. How did 
that happen? I think this section would be important for Chinese readers (if theyare here) as they can 
get more insight on how to handle future China-Myanmar relations. Before | continue, | would liketo 
apologize on behalf of my countrymen who do not know better. 


Historically, Burma was the first non-Communist country to recognize the Communist-led People's 
Republicof China after its foundation in 1949. Burma and the People's Republic of China formally 
established diplomaticrelations onJune 8, 1950. Chinaand Burma signed atreaty of friendship and 
mutual non-aggression and promulgated aJoint Declaration onJune 29, 1954, officially basing their 
relations on the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-existence. The relationship with China was under the 
spirit of the term "pauk-phaw", meaning kinship in Burmese. However, as always Burma maintaineda 
neutralist foreign policy throughout. 


During Ne Win's time, they incited latent racism and xenophobia among the populace as a part of their 
divide-and-conquer strategy (which they still use to this day). Burmese Chinese peopleinthe cities 
became a target of this multiple times. Allthey had to do was turn the people against the native Chinese 
who were usually more affluent and successful than most people in Burma at the time. The anti-Chinese 
riots in 1967 and the expulsion of Chinese communities from Burma generated hostility in both 
countries. There was also the fact that PRC backed the CPBin their armed struggle against Ne Win's 
"socialist" government during that period. 


But relations began toimprove significantlyin the 1970s. Underthe rule of Deng Xiaoping, China 
reduced support forthe CPB and on August 5, 1988 China signed a major trade agreement, legalizing 
cross-border trading and began supplying considerably military aid. Following the violent repression of 
pro-democracy protests in 1988, the newly formed State Peace and Development Council, facing 
growing international condemnation and pressure, sought to cultivate a strong relationship with China 
to bolster itself; in turn, China's influence grew rapidly after the international community abandoned 
Burma. This was where the current day anti-China sentiment began in my opinion. 


Bilateral trade between Chinaand Myanmar exceeds S1.4 billion. Chinese exports to Myanmar typically 
focus around oil, steel and textile products, while Myanmar exports to China range from natural rubber 
to raw wood. Chinais providing extensive aid and helping to develop industries and infrastructure in 
Myanmar and aims to be the chief beneficiary from cultivating Myanmar's extensive oil and natural gas 
reserves. Chinainvested alotinthe country and has offered loans and credit tothe military regime, as 
well as economicaid and investments for the construction of dams, bridges, roads and ports as well as 
for industrial projects. China extensively aided the construction of strategic roads along the Irrawaddy 
River trade route linking Yunnan province to the Bay of Bengal. 


Chinese firms have been involved in the construction of oil and gas pipelines stretching 2,380 km (1,480 
mi) from Myanmar's Rakhine State to China's Yunnan Province. A proposed Sino-Burmese oil pipeline off 
the western coast of Myanmar may permit Chinato import oil from the Middle East, bypassing the Strait 
of Malacca. There have been protests against Chinese oil projects. And currently netizens are 
encouraging people to attack or sabotage these pipelines in order to send China a message for "their 
involvement in the coup". (https://en.wikipedia. org/wiki/Sino-Myanmar_pipelines 





As youcan notice by now, what goes out and what comes into Burma, and how normal people would 
see things about it. They see China extracting their naturalresources while getting shitty "MADE IN 
CHINA" products in return. Do note that as | have been to Thailand, | know "MADE IN CHINA" can vary 
depending on country and "MADE IN THAILAND" to be imported to Burma can be as shitty too. So it's 
more of neighboring countries profiting of aweak government ratherthan strictly Chinese government 
thing. 


Not helping China's image in Burma was that the infamous Myitsone Dam project, where China Power 
Investment Corporation invested in the $3.6 billion Myitsone hydropower station on the Irrawaddy River 
in 2009 and subsequent uproar by the local residents concerned about the human, environmental 
impact and perceived benefits. Most of the power generated will be exported to Yunnan province in 
China and local residents claimed the lack of community feedback in the planning process, which was 
true as even ifthe Chinese side would doa 50-50 deal, there is no guarantee that the 50% benefit from 
Burmese (junta) government's side will come back to the people. 


(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Myitsone_ Dam) 


In November 2012, peaceful villagers protesting against the Letpadaung Copper Mine were attacked by 
the police. Inthe attacks, police used white phosphorus military munitions, resulting in burns and 
injuries to dozens of protesters including monks. The protests were due to coercion and intimidation of 
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villagers to sign contracts the contents of which they were notallowed to read and misrepresentation of 
essential terms of the contract by falsely promising villagers that the land would be returned to themin 
three years, undamaged andin the same 


condition.(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Letpadaung_Copper_Mine) 


(EDIT: Note here that most of the sources may lead back to shady organizations like Human Rights 
Watch or Amnesty International. But even if they exaggerate or blow things out of proportionin their 
“reports”, | can assure you that there isa degree of truth behind these events) 


These are only two cases where ourjunta government took advantage of the local residents in the 
countryside to fill their pockets while leaving the people to rot. And witha lot of incidents like 
accusations of land grab and environmental damage due to land acquisition and industrial activities by 
Chinese companies in the countryside, the people who were powerless against the military started 
blaming China and the Chinese businessmen more than anything. 


Also mostly in the border regions around Thailand or China, where the ethnicrebels (orsome Tatmadaw 
officers) hold more local power, they will "sell" the lands to Chinese businessmen who will build casinos 
and profit off from them. In my opinion, it look more like Chinese crime lords sneaking around the border 
countryside (where the rule of law is limited or lacking) and doing whatever they want, instead of 
Chinese government opening casinos in foreign land as away to generate money (it's logically hilarious 
as no sane government wouldtry to create money out of a handful of casinos illegally in another 
country, especially an economic powerhouse like China). The presence of international criminals taking 
refuge in these kinds of casinos further supported my belief in these casinos being founded by crime lords 
onthe run from Chinese government. 


Yet, we keep seeing these kinds of rumors about "Chinese Casinos trapping Burmese women workers in" 
or "Chinese taking over the country through land grabs/debt traps" on Burmese social media alot. While 
normal internet-using citizens won't notice it, there are alot of ultranationalists and military stooges on 
the social media that either lobbies forthe junta or spread inflammatory xenophobic sentiment on 
Burmese internet. They incited violence against Muslims in 2013 exactly like that both on state - 
controlled news media and social media (https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Anti- 
Muslim_violence_in_Burma), by spreading exaggerated incidents and outright lies to paint the Muslims 
as despicable monsters raping and violating Burmese women and people. This was their constant 
strategy since the beginning to distract the masses from theirown shortcomings. They willincite hate 
against neighboring countries and their nationalities from Chinese (when PRC was backing CPB), Indians 
(which includes both Muslims and Hindus), Thais (during the early 2000s during the borderclashes) and 
now back to the Chinese again. 


| know it sounds quite counterintuitive to bash other countries you are working with together, like 
feuding with Thailand while doing alot of shady black market business along the Thai -Myanmar borders 
inthe 90s and 2000s. But in my opinion this kind of propaganda allowed the junta to shift the blame to 
their business partner countries instead of having to take full responsibility for their actions like 
flattening an entire mountain to dig out resources to sell it to China, let's say. It’s easierto frame itas a 


powerful neighboring country bribing a corrupt local government for their personal gain, instead of 
letting people realize that it’s more of an easily bribable corrupt government’s fault (which will weaken 
the junta’s control on the citizens). /t takes two to tango afterall. Chinadoes business with almost every 
country in the world and we don’t see anything happeningin asimilar scale to Burma. That’s why | 
would blame it more on the juntathan the Chinese (not that they are blame-free eitherin my opinion). 
For example, we regularly have lobby journals like Thuri-ya Nay -won (literally "Sun-Sun") talking about 
how the Chinese are taking over upper Burma, using pictures of some Chinese peoplelivingin Burma for 
business purposes practicing dance inthe park or something like that. So itis kind of like how the 
bourgeoisie of USA peddles fake anti-establishment movement through their corporate mouthpieces 
when they are in fact working together with the establishment, in order to muddy the waters and keep 
the people confused about who the true enemy reallly is. 


Another factor to consider lastly is that China and Russia once vetoed a U.N. Security Council resolution 
designed to punish Myanmar, specifically the junta. This enraged alot of people back then, and seeing 
all these "unfair" trades and infrastructures being built without local people's consent, Burmese people 
began to see China (and Russia to some extent) as a partners-in-crime, who doesn't care about the well- 
being of their oppressed neighbors and instead seeking to profit from them. It didn't help that western 
news (the only news most people believes in here unfortunately) always painted Chinain negative light 
and were incredibly vocal about these vetoes. Even this week, most of the news in Burma about UN 
meetings regarding the coup, cannotstop bringing up about potential China and Russia veto, even 
though it's clear to the educated that China has nothing positive to gain from the coup (not to mention a 
weak junta government). 


But when the coup happened and people immediately jumped to conclusion that China had a hand in it 
(didn’t help that China initially said the coup was an internalaffair when it happened as stated above), 
and then began to post wild rumors and takes on social media that spread like wildfire. People began 
sharing suggestions to protest in front of Chinese embassies or blow up the pipelines to force hand on 
those “dirty commies”. While | won’t count out western involvement inthe spread of the anti-China 
news among the Burmese netizens, I’m sure the readers must know by now that where all these 
negative sentiments originated from. It’s acombination of both the junta and the dissents from the west 
fueling these kinds of thing and you can see how easy itis to sway people here and sell bullshit that 
appeal to these anti-Chinese sentiments. It’s neither a spontaneous thing nor justa simple western 
stooges protesting in front of Chinese embassy. It’s something that came from decades of dissentand I 
think Chinese citizens should keep in mind about it for future relationship with Burma. 


To summarize, inthe recent years, China has shown a lack of willingness to back the Burmese 
governmentand has attempted to stabilize the political situation in Myanmar. Min Aung Hlaing himself 
had criticized Chinese governmentin the past for its involvement in arming the rebels in Chinese- 
Myanmar borders like Wa people against the military. And when Arakan Army and the military was 
fighting in Rakhine back in 2019, China pushed for cease-fire constantly to ensure stability in order to 
develop their Special Economic Zone in the region (and ironically the cease-fire talks went too well that 
AA is now doing jack shit while the entire country is rising up against the junta). As we might have 
already known, China prefer stability over chaotic unstable regimes, that’s why the relationships 
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between China and Burma improved alot during ASSK’s government period (granted ASSK didn’t have 
much power due to 2008 constitution) and made alot of trade agreements. Burma was one of the 50 
countries that defended China's treatment of Uyghurs and other Muslim minority groups in the Xinjiang 
regionin 2019 for example. Stability would be more important in a country like Burma, whichcan 
become a backdoor to Indian Ocean for the western China and allowthem to bypass the Malacca 
Straits, along with potential western encirclement of China in the near future. And thus in my opinion, 
China has nothing to gain from this coup aside from receiving more hatred from Burmese domestic and 
abroad. | think China should work on improving their image among the Burmese populace and show 
that they truly embrace the spirit of "pauk-phaw'" as they did in the past, not the self-serving greedy 
schemers as they are seen here today. 


(EDIT: While finishing this article | just got the news about Tatmadaw hiring an Israeli-Canadian lobbyist, 
who is now working hard to convince the west that the military is actually moving towards the west and 
USA and it was ASSK who was actually moving towards the Chinese and wanting to become a Chinese 
www.reuters.com/article/us-myanmar-politics-lobbyist-id USKBN2A YOKO). And 





puppet (https: 





subsequent statement later by Wang Yi (https://www.reuters. com/article/us-china-parliament- 
myanmar/china-says-willing-to-engage-with-all-parties-to-ease-myanmar-situation- 





id USKBN2AZ071?il=0) further solidified my point that it was never in Chinese interests to support the 
coup, let alone starting it.) 








Also noticed how easy it is to trap China from the seas in the eastern coastlines? (screenshot from Amit Sengupta’s video) 


U$A Fingers and Conclusion 

It should be obvious by now since you have reached to this pointin the article that US was heavily 
involved in Burmese affairs since the beginning. And as stated above they just decided to increase their 
finger wiggling in Burma since their neutral roadblock of Communist China, Ne Win’s government was 
gone. Burma will also serve US’s interests very well in containing China given its strategic position, again 
as stated above. Hence they banked all in with ASSK and propped her up like a second-coming of Jesus 
(orAung San here), and increased sanctions and tried to punish the regime multiple times in orderto 
force them to open up to the western capital. And they kind of succeeded since the military did decided 
to open upin 2010s, but 2008 constitution proved to be a considerable obstacle in their geopolitical 
agenda. And to further their disappointment, ASSK decided to work together with them in order to 
“reconcile” with the junta, believing in her own Gandhi-inspired reformist bullshit. That’s why they 
decided to punish ASSK and the China-friendly government by pushing the Rohingya Genocide on the 
world stage. 


This recent coup out of what | considered to be aselfish action of Min Aung Hlaing and his clique to 
protect theirinterests spurred things out of control and reignited some fire within the US imperialist 
machine and its proxies. You can already see it on the news right now with all the news coverage the 
eventis getting and how righteous South Korea and Japan is speaking out on behalf of theirfellow Asian 
brothers and sisters. Hong Kong “protesters” are also giving tips and encouragements to the protesters, 
who are desperate for saviors, and trying to take advantage of it to further their petty-bourgeoisie 
comprador agenda against Mainland Chinain a cringe worthy campaign called Milk-Tea Alliance, made 
up of countries like; Taiwan (???), HK (???), Thailand, Burma... and India for some reason (I don’t think 
the protests in India are the same as their petty bootlicking nonsense in HK). The westis also quick to 


24|Page 


N. T. Myint 


pick up Dr. Sasa, a native Chin medical doctor, philanthropist, civil society activist and a western 
graduate, as a Special Envoy of Committee Representing Pyidaungsu Hluttaw (CRPH) to the United 
Nations, hyping him up like there is no tomorrow. He is being promoted as a new savior icon and 
probable a replacement to aging ASSK, but with even more little political knowledge than ASSK. With 
USA tearing apart from its own internal contradictions while trying to maintain its globalhegemony by 
throwing their weight around to contain China like some last ditch effort, it is interesting to see how this 
plays outin the future with the junta itself getting no support from any country right now. 


Reddit user u/smokeuptheweed9 summarized US’s hand in Burma and everything I said about Burma 
above (from history, economy, even the communists) the best so far (aside from some minor 
disagreements in my opinion): 


“Aung San Suu Kyi is an agent of imperialism. She is the daughter of Aung San, the only recognizable 
figurein Burmese history who symbolizes "the nation," which makes hera usefultool but she came onto 
the scene too late. The US already has nothing to offer Myanmar, meanwhile China has little interest in 
supporting a US puppet undera "human rights" privatization regime. More practically, Myanmar doesn t 
havea large enough comprador bourgeoisie outside the military regime itself to sustain Aung San Suu 
Kyi domestically, she has no support base and no real reason for existing given the military government 
was already privatizing SOEs and exposing agriculture to the world market. This whole thing was a minor 
squabble between factions who wanted the spoils of privatization with the US hoping to turn it into 
something more (using Myanmar as a genuine colonial base to threaten the region like Iraq and 
Afghanistan, failure there shows this is no longer possible). Given how easily this coup occurred and how 
the western bourgeois media had been reporting on Rohingya genocide it seems the US gave up on its 
grand designs and is satisfied with the situation returning to petty factional squabbles. Inthe aftermath 
we'll slowly learn about what happens behind the scenes, given USAID was established there in 2012 and 
a whole host of imperialist institutions wormed their way into the government, there is no way this could 
have happened without at least the US's awareness. 


This event is better than the alternative which was the further American pillaging of the country or even 
a Libya style mass genocide. But the military regime has done little to turn Myanmar into a country and 
will instead return to a more slow austerity which enriches them instead of the US-backed upstarts. 
American communists should oppose any imperialist intervention, including and especially sanctions, and 
counter any attempt to paint Aung San Suu Kyias a democratic force or this as an issue of "human 
rights." For communists in Myanmar, the task is also the same: organize the masses to advocate for their 
own interests, oppose US imperialism, resist privatization, resist ethnic division undera common 
communist program, and form closer cooperation with China and ASEAN while maintaining state- 
ownership of key industries (this is a nepotistic ownership but nevertheless establishes in law the 
possibility of genuine socialist ownership, a conquest of the historical anti-colonial regional struggle not 
easily regained once it is lost) and defend state ownership of land with practical ownership for small 
farmers. The latter is the least important though, Chinaultimately doesn'tcare who it deals with (it was 
surely displeased with the US puppet regime but eventually dealt with it all the same) soit is up to the 
masses of Myanmar to present themselves on the world market asa strong force acting in their own 
long term national interests. And it is the strength of the masses which determines the socialist control of 


the commanding heights and the pattern of land ownership, not the state which determines whether it 
wants to keep them out of inertia or generosity.” 


We have to acknowledge that the military is not forthe interests of our people; neither are the ASSK 
and NLD. But, Burma itself doesn’t havea strong comprador bourgeoisie despite NLDand other 
democratic organizations were mostly or fully propped up by the west, nor thatthe military itself is nota 
national bourgeoisie which embodies progressiveness either, not to mention a weaker national 
bourgeoisie force (the ethnic rebel leaders for example) like the compradors too. So while thereisa 
genuine threat of the “democratic forces defunding the military to then eat the spoils of the divided 
Burma, since no military means no defense against separation, meaning no Burma willexist forus to 
save”, the reality of the situation is much more complicated. No one wants separation right now (at 
least) and everyone is pushing for federalization and putan end to this half-century long civil war and 
finally forges ourown destiny for better or worse. Sure these weak compradors and national bourgeoisie 
may have their own self-serving agenda in supporting federalization for obvious reasons, but normal 
people in Burma will not know a bigger picture regarding geopolitics (just look at how they are blaming 
Chinaand Russiaright now) as they were mostly occupied with struggling to survive. The only thing they 
knowis that they no longer want to live under the boots of the military junta and thus their interests 
aligned with compradors, national and petty bourgeoisie of Burma. We cannot blame them about this. 
The communists and leftists were partially responsible forthe diminished state of current leftist 
movements and class consciousness in Burma, all thanks to accumulated errors they made during the 
20" century. 


To conclude regarding the future of ourcountry, the only path to keep multinational formations suchas 
ours intact is either communism or imperialism. Since imperialism is out of the question, the only 
solution is communism. However, since communism is not viable in Burma right now, given how the 
party itself isin exile and the leftist movements are still not strong enough (similar to the bourgeois 
forces aside from the military). But itis nevertoo late. Political consciousness among the youthis having 
a resurgence withthe current coup d’état and many people are now starting to involve in politics once 
again. Thisis a huge leap from general apathy among the population inthe past. But while the 
progressive ideas are spreading, so do the reactionary liberal bootlicking ideas thanks to western cultural 
hegemony too (you can see the Hunger Games Three Fingers and English protesting signs). Soinmy 
opinion, as the recent statement the Communist Party of Burma recently said, we should critically 
support this progressive movement, while also acknowledging and criticizing the mask-off color- 
revolution attempts to hijack this movement. Thisis sucha great opportunity forthe communists to 
educate the masses and some are in fact doing exactly that right now, although the widespread anti- 
Chinasentimentis needed to be accounted for sure. The military is no Gaddafior Saddam. \t will not 
hesitate to shootand kill its people and the whole world can clearly see it by now thanks to the internet. 
Things are different from the times during 8888 Uprising where all the atrocities committed by the 
military were more orless hearsay due to media blackout. And there was an honest skepticism from 
leftists since most of these information only came out from western media outlets and sources like 
Human Rights Watch or Amnesty International. Now, the junta can no longer lie and their days under the 
golden umbrella are numbered. 
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